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Dear Mm. Bernhard:

The U.S Envlror_nsntalPTOtlUtionA_ency (EPA)has so,platedits
review of the su_Je_ draft work plan. Thll work plan
outlinesthe approachto developingtwo repo_ce: I) the
Terrlstri81Scoplng Assessment;add 3) a Threatenedand
Endangered(T&E)speoleSReport. The Agenoyhal determined,_hat
in qeneral,thls york plan il aaceptable.However, oU_"specific
comments,which are discussedbelow, adK_essconclEnswhich

•l_ warrant t_rthsr €lariEioatlonand/orrecommendmoditlcatlonof
1_hescope to incorporateaspectswhich appear to he omitted.
Spsci_ioali¥,EPA's specificreview¢o3ments to_s on lllUel of
scope and leEhodclogy,and t!leperenniali_pllcatlonsfor future
use scanarloerelative_o specificsite environmentalconditions.

The lU_ec_ _ocumentlthat willpresent the resul_e oE the
proposed work will include,for each of the OperableUnits (ous)
on _Is _errestrlal(uplandand wetland)portionsof Naval Air
StationAlameda (NASAlameda):I. a habita_map; 2. a preliminary
list of Contaminantsof PotentialConcern (COPCs);3. a llst of
potentiallycompleteexposure _athwayi;4. a list of potential
receptorspecies; 5. the resultsof a litsra1_urel_arch, field
vegetationsurvey, and trappingsurveysto identifymammalianT&E
species,especiallyin thewetlandshab_ta_on NASAlameda;6. a
preli=inarylleU of aSellslentand measurementendpolnts.

The proposed level of effo_ of one to two day1 Of field
ObSlrva_ionat each 0U is consistentwlth the looping nature of
this effort and the ext_slve data base alreadyaccumulatedfor
NAS Alameda 2)¥various resea_chazsand observers. However, it
should be not_, that the smallmammaltrappin_ survey may or may
not _e sufficientto identifysale marsh harvestmouse (SMHX)use
of the site, dependingon tlledetails of the trappingproposal
(whichwere no_ outlinedin detailhere). Additional_nput from
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the 6ta_e and federal resource tz'u81:mes _ay be necesmLry ba£ore
TJ_8 of SMHM M aonfiZ_ed or deniM. Ac_ordlngI¥, EPApresence can
strongly rs¢omnds that the NAVE consult vi!:h l_e trustees
regarding t/le BMHM.

In terns o_ the proposod EoologioAssoamnt Seeping Report, one
salient issue that the NAVE mhould clearly address concerns the
issue of complete exposure pathways and the effects that =hangss
in land use may have onthosepsthways. At pruent, the greatest
proportion of the more induit.rial parts of NAS Alameda, where
hi,he E €_noen_Tationm of COPCS _ybe lo_sted, are paved or have
buildings _t prevent couplets exposurs pathways to ecolog/c
receptors. Should those areas be demolished end the €ontaminatQd
soil (and qroundwater) be exposed, the formerly incomplete
pathvays may become €ouploted. The_e was a retersnue to "current
and historic land use naps" (p. 8), but no reference to future
land use dmcisionm nor as whether any have been _ade. It is
EPA's understandlnq that the _ntorimor short-tern reuse plan for
NAB Alamedahas bean made availablefor publiccomment.The
A_enoyredo=sendsthatthe issue oE potential impll_atlone of
envlromMmtal ¢ond/tlor_ on fu_m land use at the _eoility be
examinedin the oontext of the proposed so.pingtor e=ologlo
assesslent. We further urge the N&VY_ share these oonoarnm with
the reuse 8u_ority as final .reuse plans are being considered.

Should you have any qusetiona regarding the review oomasnts or
require further Information, please _on_aonme at (415) 744-2402.

gtncorsly,

oo; T. Lanphar,CAL-EPA(DTSC)
J. Nusrala, CAL-EPA (RWQCB)
G. Xikugawe, EFA-Woet
LCDR. M. Petouhof£, NJ_Alameda


